Sauer Power 
I have been reading your publications for decades and have enjoyed thousands of your 
articles. However, "The Crisis of the Imagination" by James Sauer, in your May 7th issue, is so 
excellent that I can't let it go without a comment. How I wish that all members of the U.S. 
Congress would read the article several times so that it would sink in. And a great many 
bureaucrats in our government as well. I am always looking forward to your magazine and its 
contents. 


JOHN LENK 
Oakhurst, California 


Love That Chicken! 

I want to tell you how much I have appreciated the timeliness of two recent issues: one 
on Earth Day 1970 and 1990, and the one that just arrived with Chicken Little on the cover! In 
Santa Cruz, the celebration of Earth Day resulted in deliberate sabotage of our power lines by 
"activists." Because of the articles I had read in THE NEW AMERICAN I guessed where the 
responsibility might lie even before the "activists" admitted it to the news media the next day. 

Last week, the local news media was ecstatic over the completion of the Green Initiative, 
which, among other things, will ban the use of all pesticides on all fruits and vegetables in 
California. And then came your excellent series of articles on how "the sky is falling." Thank 
you for helping to keep us up to date on what is really happening! I surely enjoy reading every 
single issue of THE NEW AMERICAN! 

WENDELLYN T. MILLS 
Felton, California 


Punishment to Fit the Judge 
Your articles on gun control in the April 23rd issue were absolutely fascinating. (1) (2) 
(3) As a member of the NRA, I never was aware that most mass murderers were under 
psychiatric care. 
I do have the solution to our entire national crime problem, though, and it is very simple: 
The judge or psychiatrist who releases a criminal, claiming that he is "cured," should be 
compelled to serve any additional sentence along with that individual when he commits a crime 
again. The criminals would all stay locked up and our problems would diminish. 
ADRIAN H. KRIEG 
Woodbridge, Connecticut 


Burning Issue 
It is surprising that THE NEW AMERICAN, supposedly dedicated to helping preserve 
individual freedom, allows its pages to be used to help promote restrictions on our freedom. Such 
is the case in "The 'Festival of Defiance" article on flag burning by Charles E. Rice, in the April 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


9th issue. Every flag is the property of some person or organization. As with any private 
property, we should be able to dispose of it as we see fit unless it interferes with the equal rights 
of others. But Rice wants to pass yet another law to prevent us from burning our own property. 

Years ago, via some correspondence, I learned a very important principle from Robert 
Welch, founder of The John Birch Society: Morality cannot be legislated. He wrote that, if we 
have morality, we don't need or want laws to enforce morality; and, if we don't have morality, no 
law will make us more moral. He further stated that the best way to promote morality was by 
persuasion and example. 

This same principle applies to patriotism, love of family, flag burning, and many other 
similar things. Furthermore, Americanists someday may want to burn our flag in protest -- 
especially if George Bush and his Insider friends decide to add a red star or a United Nations 
symbol to it. 

DOMINICK J. ODORIZZI 
Northridge, California 


Mr, Rice's observation that, to prevent unauthorized use or destruction of the U.S. flag, 
Congress might declare it to be a form of public property (analogous to the mailbox) was not 
meant to constitute an endorsement of such a proposal. -- Ed. 


FRONT PAGE Sovereignty 
Losing Currency 

In an interventionist economy like ours, with big government and its special interest 
groups dedicated full-time to transferring money and power from the people to Washington and 
its friends, the political talk is inevitably of the public interest, the common good, the national 
security. But the real issues are always cash and control. In analyzing any government action, 
therefore, we should ask who's getting the money and the power, and at whose expense. Such 
analysis is painted as disreputable by the government and its kept intellectuals in the media and 
the universities. But it is the only way to see through the smokescreen that is generated to fool us 
in Washington. 

"Why Don't They Trust Me?" 

In an intriguing 1980 article published in Playboy, for example, leftist Robert Scheer 
noted that Ronald Reagan was "viewed with suspicion by the elite Northeastern wing of the 
Republican Party." They thought he might "actually believe in some of his proposals for 
dismantling the federal government, which, after all, does serve the interests of big 
corporations." Reagan's talk about the gold standard was "viewed as primitive" by the people 
associated with "David Rockefeller's Chase Manhattan Bank." Also worried were the "managers 
of multinational corporations" who have "done quite well" in the present system. "Those 
gentlemen are internationalists par excellence," more "interested in cutting deals with the 
Russians than in a holy crusade against them." 

"Prior to the New Hampshire primary," wrote Scheer, "David Rockefeller convened a 
secret meeting" to stop "Reagan by supporting Bush and, failing that, getting Gerald Ford into 
the race." Upon hearing of the meeting, Reagan asked an aide: "What have they got against me? I 
support big oil, I support big business, why don't they trust me?" To ensure that trust, he 
appointed William Casey, a senior member of the CFR, as his campaign director. Casey, a CIA 
operative and Wall Street lawyer who later headed the CIA for Reagan, worried especially about 
one Reagan answer to a reporter's question: The Carter Administration, Reagan said, "beginning 
with the President and Vice-President," has had about "19 of its top appointees" from "the 
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Trilateral Commission," which is "devoted to international banking, multinational corporations, 
and so forth." Reagan said that no "administration of the U.S. government should have the top 19 
positions filled by people from any one group or organization representing one viewpoint." He 
added: "I would go in a different direction." 

A few months later, under Casey's direction, Reagan had brought in a team of advisors 
from the CFR and the TC, and picked the ultimate Rockefeller Republican, George Bush, as his 
running mate. In his administration, he appointed such Trilateralists as Howard Baker and Alan 
Greenspan, and even hosted a meeting of the TC in the White House. Reagan would never have 
to ask again: "What do they have against me?" 

Rockefeller vs. Morgan 

A free market benefits consumers and the economy -- but not necessarily particular 
business interests. However, as John D. Rockefeller, Sr. and his Standard Oil associates learned 
early on, an interventionist government can provide special privileges for favored corporations at 
the expense of competitors and consumers. At first the Rockefeller family concentrated on 
America, but, as it soon began to operate overseas (it now has interests in 125 countries), it also 
sought to influence U.S. foreign policy. One key means to this end is the Council on Foreign 
Relations. 

Created after World War I by J.P. Morgan and his associates, the CFR is a crucial part of 
that Establishment whose members dominate so much of high finance, elite universities, big 
foundations, the national media, and economic and foreign policy. From the administration of 
William McKinley through that of Franklin Roosevelt, government policy was a mighty 
battleground for the Rockefeller and the Morgan interests. For example, Teddy Roosevelt -- who 
was allied closely with the Morgan interests -- had a doctrine of good trusts and bad trusts, the 
latter of which should be broken up by the government. Upon examination, it's easy to see that 
Roosevelt was motivated by something other than liberal antitrust theory. The good trusts -- such 
as U.S. Steel -- were Morgan-owned, while the bad ones -- like Standard Oil -- were 
Rockefeller-owned, and TR succeeded in breaking up Standard Oil. 

Sometimes both forces agreed, as on the monstrous scheming that led to U.S. entry into 
World War I, the destruction of Imperial Germany and Tsarist Russia, and the opening of the 
way for Hitler and Lenin. But mostly they fought. Despite the breakup of Standard Oil, the 
Rockefellers gradually won more battles, especially as the railroads -- the basis of the Morgan 
empire -- became less important economically. Finally, FDR -- who was associated with the 
Rockefeller branch of the Roosevelts -- used the New Deal and especially its SEC "reforms" to 
defeat the Morgans, and they eventually became simply junior partners in a 
Rockefeller-dominated Establishment, an important part of which was the CFR. 

"Constructive Accord" 

John F. Campbell explained the facts of life in New York magazine in 1971: "Practically 
every lawyer, banker, professor, general, journalist, and bureaucrat who has had any influence on 
the foreign policy of the last six Presidents -- from Franklin Roosevelt to Richard Nixon -- has 
spent some time" in the CFR headquarters in New York. The members have "been pretty much 
running things in this country for the last 25 years," and "know it." 

The CFR had announced in 1919 that it would be a "Board of Invention [to] cooperate 
with government and all existing international agencies to bring them into constructive accord" -- 
constructive from the standpoint of interests like the Morgans and the Rockefellers, that is. And 
it was very effective. It engineered FDR's domestic fascism and the entry of the U.S. into World 
War II, and planned such postwar internationalist schemes as the Marshall Plan, the World Bank, 
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and the International Monetary Fund -- all of which benefitted the power elite. 

U.S. News & World Report recalled how, after World War I, "it was clear that the nation 
needed cosmopolitan statesmen" who could help guide America into the age of global politics. 
And "well-educated bluebloods like W. Averell Harriman" fit the bill. "Early internationalists at 
a time when the United States was, for the first time, looking beyond its own parochial interests, 
a network of like-minded men -- many of them lifelong friends and colleagues -- surfaced in the 
years leading up to World War II, stayed on through the conflagration, and became the architects 
of the post-war period. Their names -- Harriman, John J. McCloy, Robert A. Lovett, James 
Forrestal -- became internationally famous." 

These were "the men who planned the reconstruction of Germany and Japan, who 
founded the United Nations and established the International Monetary Fund and the World 
Bank -- and mulled it all over at the Council on Foreign Relations even when they held no formal 
government jobs." After one meeting at the CFR, "that celebrated Old Boy McCloy turned to the 
group [and asked] 'Which one of us is going to tell [Secretary of State Dean Acheson] what we 
decided?" 

The Trilateral Commission 

The one drawback of the CFR, from the Establishment perspective, was that it was solely 
a U.S. group. But David Rockefeller remedied that defect in 1973 when he established the 
Trilateral Commission. Rockefeller founded the TC as an alliance of the ruling elites of North 
America, Western Europe, and Japan. The members include about 300 politicians, bankers, 
businessmen, and academics from the three geographic areas. An early and highly influential 
member was George Bush. 

"The public and leaders of most countries," said a TC report in 1977, "continue to live in 
a mental universe which no longer exists -- a world of separate nations -- and have great 
difficulties thinking in terms of global perspective and interdependence." The idea of a 
"separation between the political and economic realm is obsolete: issues related to economics are 
at the heart of modern politics." 

The TC selected the then-obscure Jimmy Carter as a member, and promoted him for 
president. He in turn filled his administration with Trilateralist appointees, including Zbigniew 
Brzezinski as national security advisor. A Commission document written by Brzezinski, its first 
executive director, noted that "every effective international system requires a custodian." Today's 
custodian must be a "transnational elite composed of international businessmen, scholars, and 
public officials" unhampered by "national concerns." 

Samuel Huntington of Harvard -- another Trilateralist academic -- noted in another TC 
publication that "Truman had been able to govern the country with the cooperation of a small 
number of Wall Street lawyers and bankers." But this is no longer possible, since the people now 
question the "legitimacy of hierarchy, coercion, discipline, secrecy, and deception," the 
"attributes of the process of government." Unfortunately, the American people "no longer felt the 
compulsion to obey" those of "superior rank." 

Rockefeller's Man 

George Bush is, of course, a leading member of the Establishment. His father was 
Prescott Bush, a wealthy Wall Street investment banker and later a Senator from Connecticut, 
who helped steal the 1952 Republican presidential nomination from Senator Bob Taft. The 
Rockefeller family helped fund George Bush's 1980 and 1988 presidential efforts. As 
Rockefeller said in 1979, "He's my man!" 

Because the TC and the CFR were controversial in conservative circles, Bush, to prepare 
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for his 1980 campaign, ostensibly resigned from the CFR and the TC. However, as Rockefeller 
told the Washington Post, the President "has since spoken to the Council and the Trilateral and 
has been fully supportive." Bush was his candidate, said Rockefeller, because he was in a "better 
position than anyone else to pull together the people in the country who believe that we are in 
fact living in One World and have to act that way." 

Two of the TC members who help Bush "act that way" are Lawrence S. Eagleburger, 
number two man in the State Department, and Brent Scowcroft, national security advisor. Before 
Bush was elected, they got rich at Kissinger Associates -- where each made about a million 
dollars a year supplying insider information to multinational firms. In an interview with the 
Washington Post, Scowcroft -- who was described by Kissinger, who ought to know, as "one of 
those rare men whose real ambition is to serve their country selflessly" -- was asked if he were 
"one of the Wise Men, a member of the mysterious brotherhood that we call 'the 
Establishment'?" "Yeah, I think so," answered Scowcroft, amazing the reporter, since "no 
member of the Establishment" is supposed to "admit either the existence of an Establishment or 
his membership in it." 

Zbigniew Brzezinski was also candid in his comments at a recent editorial lunch at the 
Washington Times. "Zbig," began editor Arnaud de Borchgrave, "I've been getting a lot of flack 
because I belong to the Council on Foreign Relations. People think it's some sort of conspiracy. I 
imagine you get the same crazy letters about your membership in the Trilateral. Why don't you 
explain to us exactly what the Commission is." "Well, Arnaud," answered Brzezinski in his thick 
Polish accent, "it brings together the elites of the industrialized world to try to plan the future." 
Exactly. 

(Recently, a prominent D.C.-based conservative leader, after being praised by a TC 
columnist in The Washington Post [always a bad sign], was invited to New York by David 
Rockefeller. "What do conservatives think of me?" asked Rockefeller. "They think you're pulling 
a lot of strings to make the government act in your interests," said the conservative. "They're 
right!" Rockefeller is reported to have answered with a laugh.) 

New World Currency 

The best way to learn what the Establishment has in mind for us is to read its own -- 
CFR, Trilateralist, and Wall Street -- documents. Recently, Shearson Lehman Hutton issued a 
wish list written by David Lipschitz: "The establishment of the new world currency, the 'monnet,' 
occurred in 1996," he wrote. "All national currencies were converted at the stroke of midnight on 
December 31, 1996." The new currency was "backed by the debt of the World Bank," which had 
the power to tax Americans. "Five trillion monnets have helped finance the economic 
development of the Soviet Union, China, Eastern Europe, and Third-World countries." 

"Since the checkless, cashless society became a reality in 1998," Lipschitz continued in 
his grim financial fantasy, "the International Debit Card" has "virtually eliminated black market 
activities" and "tax fraud." "The computer system that drives the world's financial system is 
housed in Basle, Switzerland," in the former Bank for International Settlements, now called the 
"Bank for Global Settlements." According to the Lipschitzian vision, "Everyone has been given 
an International Debit Card, and their fingerprints are digitally encoded on the card. Universal 
Transaction Terminals automatically compare a card's digital fingerprint with the fingerprint of 
the individual making the transaction." 

Note that the first priority in facilitating German reunification has been to make the West 
German mark the common currency. As the Washington Post put it: "The real point is that a 
common currency means one common country, and all else is details to be filled in later." That's 
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why the Establishment is pushing for a world currency. 

The Trilateralist World Policy Institute in Washington, D.C. recently filled in some of the 
details in an important article by Walter Russell Mead: "An international system" requires 
globalist intervention, he said. "Progress [is] almost inconceivable without an expansion in the 
numbers of international economic organizations, an extension of their mandates, and a 
proportionate increase in their resources." As a result of such progress, Mead noted, the United 
States will have much "less power." 

Along with global trade and fiscal bureaucracies, Mead proposed a global central bank 
and a world currency, which he called the "bancor," Keynes's old term. "The International Bank 
would generate new bancors and distribute them where they would do good." Eventually, the 
bancor would "replace" the dollar, the yen, and the ecu (the coming common European currency) 
as "the preferred unit of account and settlement in international transactions." 

According to Mead, "Nations would no longer take turns as the locomotive of world 
growth, but we would all pay a share of the international locomotive's fuel bill and we would all 
ride in the train." The New York Times calls all this "persuasive." But the banksters and 
politicians would be driving the train, and the American taxpayer would be strapped to the 
tracks. 

Single Policy, Single Authority 

Another Trilateralist outfit in D.C. is the Institute for International Economics (IIE), 
whose board even includes David Rockefeller himself. It is, says Business Week, "Washington's 
most influential think tank on the hot issues of world economics." The day after Trilateralist 
Bush won the White House, ITE published America in the World Economy: A Strategy for the 
1990s by C. Fred Bergsten. Bergsten, the head of IIE, is a top Trilateral economist and former 
high government official under Carter. Bergsten says that "the globalization of markets has 
outrun the ability of governments to cope." His answer? World government. 

The key ingredient is a world central bank and currency, starting with the "creation of a 
European central bank and a common currency," plus a big increase in government spending; 
new consumption taxes; and $200 billion a year more in foreign aid from the West to the "15 
heavily indebted countries of the Third World." 

In the appropriate year of 1984, Richard Cooper described in Foreign Affairs, the journal 
of the CFR, "A Monetary System for the Future." Cooper -- professor of international economics 
at Harvard, former high government official, and member of the CFR and the TC -- also urged 
"the creation of a common currency for all the industrial countries, with a common monetary 
policy and a joint Bank of Issue to determine that monetary policy." The first step is for "the 
United States, Japan, and the members of the European Community to unite." Before that can 
happen, Western Europe must be united in one government with one currency and central bank. 
This is the much publicized "1992." A key part of the plan is the new European currency, the 
ecu. 

Monetary Union of Europe 

The European Currency Unit (ecu) is a weighted mix of ten currencies: the German 
deutsche mark, the Belgian franc, the Dutch guilder, the British pound, the Italian lira, the French 
franc, the Irish punt, the Danish krone, the Luxembourg franc, and the Greek drachma. Plans to 
make the ecu the only European currency went into high gear in November 1987, just after the 
stock-market crash. The planners were seizing the moment because crises are always prime time 
for governments and central bankers to increase their control. Socialist French President Francois 
Mitterrand called for the creation of a European central bank to manage a common European 
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currency. "The logic of developments would demand that the European currency takes over from 
the national ones," he said. When asked about details and explanations, he insisted that no one 
should worry. "Discussions among experts" will solve all problems. 

Mitterrand's announcement wasn't an isolated event. Bankers and government officials 
from all over Europe joined in, and leaders in the European Community formed a Trilateral 
subgroup to spearhead the move toward the European central bank and the monopoly ecu. The 
TC subsidiary pushing the ecu is the Action Committee for Europe, founded by Jean Monnet, 
also the founder of the EC, and directed by Max Kohnstamm, a member of the TC. Trilateralists 
from all over Europe comprise the rest of the Action Committee membership. 

Just as with the Federal Reserve in 1913, the people promoting the European central bank 
want to create the appearance of an independent institution for what will in reality be a cartel of 
elite bankers working in collusion with government at the expense of the public. The new 
European central bank will have a board of governors chosen by the twelve central banks of the 
European Community. These former national central banks will become like the local Federal 
Reserve branches in the U.S. 

Another Trilateralist subgroup also sprang into action, the Association for the Monetary 
Union of Europe. Not only did it call for the ecu to replace existing national currencies and for 
all European central banks to combine into one; it urged corporate, banking, and government 
leaders to promote a world currency issued by a world central bank. Leaders in both these groups 
include such top TC members as Giovanni Agnelli of Fiat and Gaston Thorn of the European 
Movement. 

The Joy of Inflation 

There are three reasons why these corporate statists want the ecu and the European 
central bank: 1) to cut their accounting and transaction costs; 2) to reduce the competitive risk to 
their established position; and 3) to get preferred borrowing rates from the new central bank, and 
the first access to new rounds of ecu inflationary money. When the new European central bank 
begins to issue ecus, whoever gets them first benefits -- as in any inflation -- at the expense of 
those who get them last. The ecu is now traded officially in all the financial centers of Europe, 
and it is quoted on the front pages of all the major financial publications in Europe. U.S. 
investors can trade ecu options on the Philadelphia Stock Exchange and the Chicago Mercantile 
Exchange, European banks offer ecu checking accounts, and American Express offers 
ecu-denominated credit cards. 

After the U.S. financial panic of 1907, the banking elite was united on the goal of having 
the government cartelize the industry, so they could all inflate together and profit from the 
inflation, as well as bar future competition. It took six more years to accomplish because they 
had to develop a strategy for selling the idea to the public, which included phony grass-roots 
lobbying efforts and academic journals filled with Rockefeller-funded scholarship about the need 
for centralization. In 1913, the big banks got what they wanted: the Federal Reserve System. 

In Europe, the big banks still have to deal with 12 different national monetary policies. 
How much easier it would be if they operated as one big conglomerate, inflating the ecu to the 
hilt, and transferring the cost to the entire public of Western Europe. That is why bankers from 
London, Paris, Bonn, and other European financial centers have made the establishment of a 
European central bank their top priority. Financial Executive reports that, "through the 
Association's evolving network, financial executives in Europe, Japan, and the United States are 
feeling the impact of the ecu -- and are learning how to utilize the currency to their own 
advantage." 
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Premeditated Merger 
In a few years, if all goes according to plan, three central banks and their respective 
currencies will dominate the world economy: the Federal Reserve and the dollar, the European 
central bank and the ecu, and the Bank of Japan and the yen. That's when the plan to merge all 
three into one world central bank to issue a single world currency will go into high gear. The real 
goal of the TC goes beyond this, of course. It wants to merge the U.S., Japan, and Europe into a 
world state. 

Edouard Balladur, finance minister of France, proposed in the Wall Street Journal in 
1988 "that the international community entrust a small group of distinguished people of 
unquestionable moral authority -- who have proven their economic, monetary and financial 
competence -- with the task of lighting the way." We must have "a world order accepted by all 
and binding on all." Added TC member and former West German chancellor Helmut Schmidt: 
"Nobody is in charge, and this is very dangerous." 

The influential British weekly The Economist has run a cover story on the coming 
one-world currency, which they named the phoenix: "Americans, Japanese, Europeans, and 
people in many other rich countries and some relatively poor ones will probably be paying for 
their shopping with the same currency. Prices will be quoted not in dollars, yen or D-marks but 
in, let's say, the phoenix." 

Ever since John Maynard Keynes and communist Harry Dexter White plotted it at the 
post-World War II Bretton Woods monetary conference, a world central bank -- under the firm 
control of the power elite -- has been a statist dream. Such a bank could coordinate worldwide 
inflation to benefit the Establishment and serve as a way station on the road to world 
government. The Establishment won't be happy until it saddles Europe and the U.S. with this 
monstrosity. The only defense is for us to attack directly the existence of the U.S. central bank, 
the Federal Reserve, showing how much damage it does -- and, by extension, how bad a global 
equivalent would be. 

-- LLEWELLYN H. ROCKWELL, JR. 


REVIEW OF THE NEWS 


Arms Cuts in Europe 

Preparing for what he called "the transformed Europe of the 1990s," President Bush 
announced at a news conference May 3rd that he was terminating a new short-range (200-250 
miles) nuclear missile program and canceling any further modernization of U.S. nuclear artillery 
shells deployed in Europe. "As democracy comes to Eastern Europe and Soviet troops return 
home," said Mr. Bush, "there is less need for nuclear systems of the shortest range." The United 
States has about 680 short-range Lance missiles and 1450 nuclear artillery shells deployed in 
Europe, compared to an estimated 2500 short-range missiles and 2000 artillery shells for the 
Soviet Union. 

Future of NATO 

In a commencement speech at Oklahoma State University May 4th, President Bush 
declared that, while America's enemy today is no longer Soviet aggression but rather 
"uncertainty and instability," he believes that "the United States should remain a European power 
in the broadest sense, politically, militarily, and economically. And as part of our global 
responsibilities, the foundation for America's engagement in Europe has been, and will continue 
to be, NATO." Mr. Bush said that "militarily significant U.S. forces must remain on the other 
side of the Atlantic for as long as our allies want and need them. These forces demonstrate, as no 
words can, the enduring political compact that binds America's fate with Europe's democracies." 
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Meanwhile, the foreign ministers of the 16 NATO countries, meeting in Brussels, agreed 
to hold a summit meeting in London in July to discuss ways of transforming NATO into more of 
a political, rather than military, alliance. There was unanimous agreement, said NATO Secretary 
General Manfred Worner, that a united Germany should be a full member of NATO, that 
NATO's military forces should not be expanded into what is now East Germany because that 
would impinge on "the legitimate security interests of the Soviet Union," and that Soviet troops 
could remain in East Germany for a yet-to-be-determined transitional period. 

Also during the first week of May, representatives of the two Germanys, the United 
States, the Soviet Union, Britain, and France met in Bonn to, in the words of Secretary of State 
James Baker, "arrive at a formula by which we will terminate and transfer all remaining 
four-power rights and responsibilities to a fully sovereign Germany." 

Latvia Declares Independence 

On May 4th, the Latvian Parliament voted to begin a transition period leading to a break 
with the Soviet Union and restoration of "the free, democratic, and independent Republic of 
Latvia." Unlike Lithuania and Estonia, Latvia did not suspend the Soviet constitution, but 
Mikhail Gorbachev called the action "a violation of constitutional norms" that could lead to "the 
breakdown of governmental ties of the republics of the USSR." He sent tanks and armored 
vehicles rumbling through the streets of Riga, the Latvian capital, during the morning rush hour 
May 7th, the same day the Latvian Parliament chose Ivars Godmanis as Prime Minister. Estonia, 
Latvia, and Lithuania were all forcibly seized by the Soviet Union in 1940. 

Hostages Were Tortured 

Frank Reed, the American hostage freed from Lebanon April 30th after three and a half 
years of captivity, said May 6th that he was brutally tortured for trying to escape and spent most 
of his time blindfolded and in chains. At a news conference in Washington, Reed, 57, who was 
the American director of the Lebanese International School in Beirut when he was abducted in 
1986, said his captors beat him so savagely that they broke his nose, jaw, and ribs and caused his 
kidneys to bleed. "I have been lying on my back literally for three and a half years, chained 
either to a wall or a radiator," he said. Reed pleaded with Free World leaders to negotiate for the 
release of the remaining 16 hostages, including six Americans, but President Bush and British 
Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher have refused to negotiate with the terrorists on the grounds 
that it would only encourage more kidnappings. 

Murder in the Philippines 

Two U.S. Air Force enlisted men were shot to death by communist terrorists May 13th as 
they left a hotel in Angeles City, 50 miles north of Manila, the capital of the Philippines. The 
dead airmen -- John H. Raven, 21, and James C. Green, 22 -- are the eighth and ninth American 
military personnel killed in the Philippines since 1987. The communist New People's Army has 
threatened to keep killing U.S. servicemen until the United States withdraws from Clark Air 
Base and Subic Bay Naval Base. The shootings of Raven and Green came just hours after the 
arrival of Richard Armitage, who will represent the Bush Administration in negotiations over the 
continued presence of the Clark and Subic installations in the Philippines. The base agreement 
expires in September 1991. 

$60 Billion More for IMF 

After three years of often heated negotiations, the policy-making interim Committee of 
the International Monetary Fund agreed on May 8th to collect an additional $60 billion from its 
member-nations to loan to countries in communist Europe and the Third World. The voting 
strength of the United States in the 152-member body is 20 percent, which means that $12 billion 
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of the $60 billion will come from American taxpayers. Japan and West Germany will each put 
up $3.6 billion, and Britain and France $3.3 billion each. 
-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 


NATION Term "Pro-Choice" 
Losing Favor 

The term "pro-choice" is rapidly falling out of favor with the press, as at least two major 
metropolitan newspapers have recently banned its use, while the world's largest news agency is 
reconsidering the description of advocates of unrestricted abortion. On March 22nd of this year, 
Los Angeles Times Managing Editor George Cotliar quietly circulated an internal memo for the 
editorial staff announcing the change in style. 

"Effective immediately, we are changing Times style on abortion terminology in ways I 
hope will bring greater precision and fairness to our coverage of an emotionally charged debate," 
the memo said. "The most obvious change involves the use of the term 'pro-choice,' which no 
longer will be acceptable as a description of those who favor maintaining legal access to 
abortion. The preferred terms will be ‘abortion rights advocates,' 'supporters of legal abortion,’ 
‘those who favor abortion rights’ and the like." 

Inaccurate and Unfair 

Cotliar said the change was prompted by the suggestions of staff writer Karen Tumulty, 
one of several Times reporters who has covered the abortion issue. "We wanted to use terms that 
were as neutral and balanced as possible," Cotliar explained. "From what Karen heard and 
learned while conducting research into her stories, ‘pro-choice’ was not considered accurate or 
fair by many in the anti-abortion movement." Cotliar said the new style was reviewed by top 
editors at the Times before its approval and announcement. He indicated that there was virtually 
no dissent. 

According to the memo announcing the change at the Times, it will remain unacceptable 
to use the phrase "abortion advocates" or the term "pro-abortion." Use of the adjective "pro-life" 
is still prohibited as well. The preferred terms are "opponents of abortion," "abortion foes," or 
"anti-abortion." "We are trying very hard to deal with the complaints of the people who oppose 
abortion," said Cotliar. 

The Times was inundated with letters to the editor last year when it published a news 
story reaffirming its policy on the use of the terms "pro-choice" and "anti-abortion." 
Anti-abortion activists complained that the style mandated the use of the preferred term for one 
side in the debate while banning the preferred term of the other. A subscription cancellation drive 
was organized, and the Times building was even targeted by several hundred pickets led by 
Southern California Right-to-Life. 

More Neutral Term 

The Los Angeles Times is not the only major paper changing its style on abortion 
terminology. The Chicago Tribune also ditched the term "pro-choice" late last year. As in Los 
Angeles, the switch was instigated by a reporter covering the beat in Chicago. Barbara Brotman, 
a staff writer covering abortion issues at the time, said she believed a more neutral term was 
required. Her editors agreed. The Tribune style is very similar to the one adopted at the Los 
Angeles Times and several other major papers. 

"It's my impression that a number of papers are dropping use of the term 'pro-choice," 
said Brotman, who researched the issue for the Tribune. Some papers, though, have discouraged 
use of the term for some time. The New York Times, for instance, has long avoided use of the 
term "pro-choice," according to Times style expert Bill Connelly. "The best descriptions to use 
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are neutral terms," he said. "'Pro-choice' is a very loaded term. We would avoid that at any time." 

The Washington Post, another influential paper, also avoids "pro-choice" for many of the 
same reasons. According to night City Editor Joanne Omang, the preferred terms at the Post 
would be "anti-abortion" and "pro-abortion rights" or "advocate of abortion rights." 

AP May Change Style 

The Associated Press, the largest news agency in the world and one that frequently serves 
as an institutional guidepost on style matters, continues to employ the term "pro-choice" as one 
of several acceptable descriptions of that side in the abortion debate. Though the Associated 
Press Stylebook, a kind of bible for the newspaper industry, contains no entry on abortion 
terminology, AP has circulated internal memos on the subject at its New York headquarters. 

When confronted with what appears to be a changing tide in the industry regarding the 
term "pro-choice," a top AP editor indicated a willingness to review the agency's style. "We're 
always looking at these issues of style," said Deputy Managing Editor Charles Hanley. "I wasn't 
aware of how widespread the dissatisfaction with 'pro-choice' is. It's probably time for us to take 
another look at it." 

-- JOSEPH FARAH 


NATION Eisenhower 
Deserves Rebuke 

Americans should prepare to be reminded over and over again that 1990 marks the 100th 
anniversary of the birth of our nation's 34th President, Dwight David Eisenhower. Most of the 
reminders will sing his praises. This one will not. 

Betraying his staunchest supporters, Eisenhower torpedoed the sovereignty-protecting 
Bricker Amendment, turned his back on the Hungarian freedom fighters, filled his administration 
with left-leaning liberals and internationalists, and deliberately ushered a known communist 
named Fidel Castro into power in Cuba. There is a great deal more that could be said about this 
man's deficiencies, but his termination of congressional investigations of the communist 
penetration of government deserves our sharpest rebuke. 

McCarthy Alters His Focus 

Journey back with us to 1954. Wisconsin Senator Joseph McCarthy was probing 
communist infiltration of the U.S. Army Signal Corps at Fort Monmouth, New Jersey. But 
powerful forces in both the Senate and the executive branch turned out to be more interested in 
stopping McCarthy than in cleansing our military installations of disloyal individuals. 

As his probe widened, McCarthy learned that a high-level meeting of Eisenhower 
Administration officials had been convened on January 21, 1954 for the sole purpose of planning 
ways to impede his investigations. Among the White House, Justice, and Defense officials 
present were Attorney General Herbert Brownell, Presidential advisor Sherman Adams, U.S. 
Ambassador to the UN Henry Cabot Lodge, and Army counsel John Adams. 

Shifting his searchlight from the communists to their protectors, McCarthy sought to use 
his authority as the chairman of the Senate Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations to require 
the participants at that meeting to state publicly what they were doing and why. On May 17, 
1954, as McCarthy was about to expose these pro-communists, President Eisenhower issued an 
executive order forbidding the disclosure of any information about that meeting. He cited the 
constitutional separation of powers to justify what even the New York Times termed a "secrecy 
directive." What he actually did was destroy the fundamentally important checks-and-balances 
portion of the Constitution. 

No More Investigations 
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From that day forward, no member of the executive branch cooperated with House or 
Senate probes. Federal officials repeatedly cited the Eisenhower directive as the basis for their 
refusal to give testimony or provide documents. Not only was Senator McCarthy's probe 
derailed; separate investigations by the House Committee on Un-American Activities and other 
congressional bodies were similarly stymied. 

On July 30, 1953, the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee led by Indiana Senator 
William Jenner had published its summary report entitled "Interlocking Subversion in 
Government Departments." The document had noted that there existed "4 Soviet espionage rings 
operating within our government and that only 2 of these have been exposed." Yes, there were 
communists working in our government. And, yes, there were senators and congressmen 
working to remove them. But the Eisenhower order put a stop to all such exposures. 

The communists in our government could have become loyal Americans. They could 
have retired or died without replacing themselves. Or, they could have stayed on and brought 
more like-minded comrades into government service. When one analyzes the self-defeating 
policies of our nation -- as manifested in Hungary, Cuba, Katanga, and Vietnam, and by 
burgeoning socialism at home -- the presence of subversives within our government becomes 
patently obvious. Credit Dwight David Eisenhower for seeing to it that this condition was never 
rectified. 


-- JOHN F. MCMANUS 


This commentary is also syndicated by The John Birch Society Features. 


In 1957, when the six-nation nucleus for a global state was formed as an economic union, 
warnings that the one-worlders within it would destroy sovereignties and impose regulations 
over national parliaments were ignored. Now the London advertising firm of Saatchi and Saatchi 
has put out a monitory poster after their own ox was gored. It is the first public warning that 
Moscow's breakaway states may be exchanging red oppression for European restrictions. 

A few days after the posters appeared on Brussels billboards, the bottom dropped out of 
Saatchi and Saatchi stock and by February 23rd headlines in the Times of London announced 
"Saatchi falls to new low as City concern mounts." It was not a coincidence. The market is the 
battlefield of Europe's federalists, as fluctuating currencies and a string of ruined companies will 
attest. The balance of political and economic power is moving eastward as the two Germanys 
unite and pieces of a new mosaic fall into place. The new German colossus is turning eastward 
and those who used to barter Soviet oil for what they wanted in the West will be using deutsche 
marks. The West being soft and the East aggressive, the power that oppressed Eastern Europe 
will end up imposing its will from London to Vladivostok. 

Surrendering Sovereignty 

Europeans were told that nation states are the cause of war, and that a European 
Community would end customs barriers, expensive postage, and passports, along with conflict. 
Donald Martin wrote in On Target, "Have we fought two world wars to defend our sovereignty 
only to have it given away by politicians? There is an international campaign engineered by 
international financiers to get us to give up our national sovereignty into the control of 
international bureaucrats whom they control." 
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As far back as 1923, a European Communist Party paper published a call for a campaign 
to promote a United States of Europe, but this had been long forgotten when Joseph Retinger 
founded his Council for a United Europe in 1946. Averell Harriman, whose life has never been 
honestly spread out before the public, was U.S. Ambassador to Britain at the time. Harriman, 
who talked Roosevelt into establishing diplomatic relations with Moscow in return for promises 
that were never kept, sent Retinger to America -- where Nelson and David Rockefeller put the 
weight of the Council of Foreign Relations (CFR) behind him, and Kuhn-Loeb, the financiers of 
the Russian revolution, took him up. It was John Foster Dulles, however, who did most for him, 
according to Retinger. 

There may have been some relation between Harriman, Rockefeller, Kuhn-Loeb and 
Dulles’ support of the Council for a United Europe and Cord Meyers, Jr.'s appointment as CIA 
station chief to London at a time when Britain was holding a referendum to decide whether or 
not she should go into the Common Market. How the founder and first president of the United 
World Federalists got into the CIA and became appointed station chief in London at that time is 
part of a never-deviating chain of events. It was from these men that the threat of nations being 
reduced to a lowest common denominator began. 

Invitation to Conquer 

The London Times of February 21, 1990 reported from Moscow: "Soviet parliamentary 
leaders have introduced a draft law that would allow republics to break away from the Soviet 
Union after a simple referendum." When the EEC government in Brussels sent three 
commissions to the Warsaw Pact nations in 1987 to open negotiations for their joining the 
European Common Market, Gorbachev's request for Russia's place in "the common European 
home" was being solicited. All that happened afterwards was news-speak and a few formalities 
to please those who oppose Margaret Thatcher. 

Gorbachev saw no sense in seeking world domination by force when he was being 
invited to reach for it. Perestroika has changed nothing in the Soviet Union. Only the West was 
duped. Men have warned for years that the European political community, posing as a market, 
would take in the Warsaw Pact states and then fall under their domination. 

License to Merge 

A feature story in the London Sunday Telegraph of February 18, 1990 told Britishers, 
"All number plates will fly the Euro flag." It went on to state that "the plan to put the European 
flag on automobile license plates has been kept under wraps, because the European Commission 
feared strong opposition, particularly from British motorists, whose objections to community 
interference are most fierce." 

A member of the EC directorate explained: "Once we have the flag on the plate it takes 
the European image everywhere at very little cost." No opportunity is overlooked. At its 
thousandth meeting on February 20th, the European Commission announced that a 1000 ECU 
prize will be awarded the student from the EEC's 1000 schools who writes the best essay on why 
they prefer Europe. The student who repeats most faithfully what indoctrinated professors 
drummed. into his head in schools where patriotism is downgraded will receive a prize. 

On January 25, 1990, the London Times announced that plans to control air traffic 
between cities in member states were underway and something would have to be done about 
U.S. airlines being permitted to fly 18 routes in Europe while European lines are barred from 
flying between American cities. The New York Times and Washington Post now have another 
argument for U.S. entry into the EEC. 

Dogs of War 
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Robert Kilroy-Silk wrote in the London Times of February 9, 1990 that history will find 
Gorbachev a fool, a man who unleashed the dogs of war. He may well be correct. "History," he 
said, "will pronounce Gorbachev a decent but a weak man, a misguided fool, an incompetent 
politician, responsible for more misery, destitution, destruction and death than Stalin or Hitler. 
With all his political and military power, he did not prepare for the overnight removal of 
repression. Instead he washed his hands of his political problems and leadership obligations and 
let loose the dogs of war, as we shall see in the next few months and years, as we vote him, not 
the most popular leader in Europe, but the man who put us all unnecessarily in great jeopardy." 

As if in anticipation of Robert Kilroy-Silk's denunciation, the Valmonde Group in Paris, 
publishers of Spectacle Du Monde and Valeurs Actuelles, were preparing a book entitled 1989 
En Perspective. Illustrated with documents and with every development studied, this 340-page 
work produced under the direction of Raymond Bourgine, one of the most astute political 
observers in Europe, exposes Gorbachev's aims by analyzing his acts. The result is Gorbachev as 
a disciple of Bismarck, dumping his colonies for a more profitable association with Germany and 
unleashing Islam's holy war in the process. 

We see why he ceased financing Syria's trouble-making, why he is permitting a million 
Jews a year to leave Russia (when he is taking his distance from Islam). Why he ceased 
supporting the ANC's call for a South Africa under Black majority rule is explained. More 
important, his real objective in Germany is exposed: Demilitarization, withdrawal of German 
missiles, German request for American troops to go home, and, above all, German investments 
in the Soviet Union. 

War Without Borders 

For the moment the West is on an emotional jag, elated with the thought: Neither the 
USSR nor the West now has an adversary. Anti-communist organizations and politicians will be 
hard hit as the West lowers its guard, and those who warn that communism has changed tactics 
but not its objective will be called "conspiracy theory kooks." Subversion was always the Soviet 
Union's principal arm. Military aggression, except against a country like Afghanistan, was a 
bluff, which America countered with her Strategic Defense Initiative. Classic war between major 
powers ruled itself out when it became total war against the civilian rear. The West would never 
launch it and the Soviet Union dared not. 

With total war too devastating for civilian populations to accept, a world government is 
not necessary for the preservation of peace. Its only purpose is to wrap the world in a package 
with a bow knot at the top. The removal of frontiers within the package will leave terrorism 
without borders also. Religious war -- blind, fanatical, and faceless -- will run unimpeded in the 
nations that live by laws. 

-- HILAIRE DU BERRIER 


STOP HELPING COMMUNISM 


Deciding Afghanistan's Fate 

Bush Administration officials and Pakistani diplomats on May 2nd disclosed details of 
the latest discussions between the United States and the Soviet Union on resolving the conflict in 
Afghanistan. According to the officials, the United States has backed away from its demand that 
Najibullah, the head of the communist puppet state in Afghanistan, permanently step down. The 
Soviets reportedly have agreed to drop their insistence that Najibullah be guaranteed a permanent 
place in the government. Leaders of the Afghan freedom fighters pledged to continue fighting 
the communist government so long as Najibullah remains. 

Cocom Wall Coming Down? 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


The Bush Administration on May 2nd proposed a relaxation of restrictions on the export 
of high technology to the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. The Administration plans to submit 
the proposal to the Coordinating Committee on Multilateral Export Controls (Cocom) when it 
meets in Paris on June 7th-8th. 

The proposal would decontrol all computers that can process up to 275 megabits of data a 
second, a processing rate that is about four times faster than the rate that is now allowed. It 
would also decontrol machine tools with an accuracy of plus or minus two or three microns. And 
it would allow the export of some cellular communications systems and satellite ground stations. 
Altogether, 30 of the 120 categories of products now on the export-control list would be 
eliminated, and another 13 categories would be partially decontrolled. 

Operating on the premise (or pretense) that some East European countries have 
abandoned communism and are no longer under the control of Moscow, the Administration's 
proposal would treat exports destined for the different Eastern bloc countries differently. 
Virtually all personal computers intended for office automation, word processing, and light 
industry would be decontrolled regardless of destination. Advanced computers intended for the 
banking, travel reservations, and publishing industries would receive favorable consideration for 
export to the East European countries of East Germany, Poland, Hungary, and Czechoslovakia. 

Other Cocom members may demand that the current restrictions be relaxed even further, 
if not eliminated entirely. The New York Times explained on May 3rd: "As Germany nears 
unification, some European officials see Cocom as an anomaly." West German Foreign Minister 
Hans-Dietrich Genscher proclaimed in a recent speech: "The Cocom wall through Europe must 
be dismantled." 

Corn on the Tab 

In spite of growing concerns about its ability to pay, the Soviet Union has been buying 
corn from the United States at a near-record pace. Moscow has agreed to purchase 15.6 million 
metric tons this fiscal year; the Soviet record is about 16 million metric tons, purchased the 
previous fiscal year. 

Instead of weakening demand for U.S.-Soviet trade agreements, Soviet Financial woes, 
according to the May 8th Wall Street Journal, are actually "strengthening calls for the U.S. to 
grant it most-favored-nation trading status, which would make it eligible for preferential 
treatment and credits from Washington." 

Some U.S. business firms are irked by late Soviet payments. The May 7th Wall Street 
Journal reported: "A number of small Western businesses that haven't been paid by Soviet 
foreign trade organizations for many months are suffering serious financial hardship and some 
have filed claims with their export insurers." 

Most Favored Oppressor 

The U.S. Senate adopted an amendment on May Ist asking President Bush not to submit 
a U.S.-Soviet trade agreement until the Soviet Union lifts its embargo against Lithuania and 
begins negotiating with Lithuanian officials for the purpose of recognizing their independence. 
The measure was passed 73 to 24 as an amendment to an appropriations bill. 

Senator Alfonse M. D'Amato (R-NY), who proposed the "sense of the Senate" 
amendment, declared that it is "absolutely essential that the Soviets understand that there will be 
no most-favored-nation status" until they meet these conditions. In spite of the Senate's warning 
and the Soviet Union's hostility toward Lithuanian independence, the Bush Administration thus 
far has not backed away from either the proposed U.S.-Soviet trade agreement or the 
Bush-Gorbachev summit meeting scheduled for May 30th-June 3rd in Washington. 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


Mr. Bush and Gorbachev expect to sign a new U.S.-Soviet trade agreement at the 
upcoming summit meeting. Assuming it is approved by Congress, the agreement will normalize 
bilateral trade relations between the two countries for the first time in over half a century. It will 
also offer the Soviets MFN status, allowing them to purchase goods from the U.S. at the lowest 
tariff rates available. 

Rose Petals for Gorbachev 

Lithuanian Prime Minister Kazimiera Prunskiene surprised political observers when she 
praised Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev during her recent visit to the United States. "I want to 
spread rose petals in his path," she told AFL-CIO leaders on May 4th, "so that when he comes to 
Washington at the end of the month he will be more popular than he has ever been in his life." 
Two days earlier, she told reporters that she enjoyed a "personal rapport" with Gorbachev and 
would vote for him if he were running for election right now. 

-- GARY BENOIT, DIRECTOR 
BIRCH RESEARCH INCORPORATED 


AMERICAN OPINION Mikhail Gorbachev, Let 


Our People Go 
JOHN M. G. BROWN 


with research colleague Thomas V. Ashworth 
Second of a two-part series 


Continued from the previous issue of THE NEW AMERICAN. 


John M.G. Brown. a combat infantryman with the Ist and 9th Infantry Divisions in Vietnam. has 
been investigating the POW/MIA matter for seven years. He is the author of Rice Paddy 
Grunt, a non-fiction account of the Vietnam War and the anti-war movement at the time of the 
1968 Tet Offensive, published in 1986 by Regnery-Gateway and the Military Book Club. The 


author welcomes any further factual information on this subject for inclusion in a forthcoming 
book, at Box 30, Petrolia, CA 95558. Anything of substance or historical significance should be 
sent certified, return-receipt. 


Forced repatriations in 1946 were far smaller in scale than the mass movements of the 
summer of 1945. In the old Nazi concentration camp of Dachau, 135 out of 271 Russians were 
repatriated in a violent incident that left 11 of them dead of suicide, and 21 severely injured in 
suicide attempts. Although the secret was beginning to reach the public (Pope Pius XII protested 
the forced repatriations in an allocution of February 20, 1946), the operations continued. Of 
some 3000 Russians concentrated at Plattling, 1590 were forcibly returned to the Russians on 
February 24, 1946, in another violent operation in which five men killed themselves rather than 
face the NK VD, and many others attempted suicide. On May 13th, 222 more Russians from the 
Plattling camp were returned, and one more man succeeded in committing suicide despite the 
most elaborate precautions. The Soviets insisted on receiving the dead bodies of suicides during 
the repatriations. 

How many secretly-returned American POWs were exchanged for these unfortunates is 
still highly classified. However, the exchange rates between Americans and Russians in 1945 
had often been 10, 20, or many more Russians, for each American or British prisoner. (The 
author has interviewed a former intelligence agent who in 1946 was a member of a team which 
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guided out small groups of Americans and British who had been held by the Soviets and were 
being secretly returned from rendezvous points inside Soviet-held territory. Cover stories were 
apparently used for at least some of these missions.) 

Yet, at the very time of the last major forced repatriations in early 1946, the Soviets were 
still shipping American and British POWs east into the USSR. Following publication by the 
Toronto Star of essential details of the previously published article, "A Secret That Shames 
Humanity" (John M.G. Brown and Thomas V. Ashworth in U.S. Veteran News and Report), a 
Downsview, Ontario resident confirmed this fact. During the January-February period of 1946 
Ben Kovacs was an 18-year-old in Novi Mesto, Hungary, about 22 miles from the Soviet border. 
He remembered seeing Allied POWs being shipped into the Soviet Union at this time. He 
remembered passing within 15 meters of the train that was under Soviet military guard: "There 
were about 25 railway wagons filled with troops ... I knew they were speaking. English." 

Kovacs is certain that the Allied POWs were heading into the Soviet Union. While the 
usual load for a boxcar was 40 men, indicating that this shipment was at least 1000 POWs, in 
reality the Soviet NK VD/KGB secret police were notorious for packing far more men into a 
"Stolypin" or boxcar than the standard number. These POWs were very likely from among the 
thousands withheld by Marshal Tolbukhin's Third Ukrainian Front Army in Austria and Hungary 
during June 1945, on Stalin's orders. The relatively small numbers of Russian forced-repatriates 
from Plattling apparently prompted Stalin to keep several thousand American prisoners who had 
been slated for secret trades. 

Allied personnel who took part in the forced-repatriations remember not trusting the 
Soviets to reciprocate. One individual who was at Dachau, involved with POW and DP recovery 
teams, remembers with despair a particular train shipment from Germany of German prisoners, 
including a large number of crying children, on their way to Soviet labor camps. It is uncertain 
whether or not German prisoners were traded with the Soviets for secretly returned Americans. 
Some 180,000 Germans were returned to the Soviet zone by the American command. Many were 
immediately arrested by NK VD or puppet secret police and disappeared. 

Covert Actions 

The secret POW crisis led to the first major American covert actions inside Soviet 
territory, executed by the OSS, Army G-2/SSU, the State Department's Office of Policy 
Coordination, and later the CIA -- using, among other assets, existing German intelligence 
networks under Nazi General Reinhard Gehlen, and others within ethnic Soviet republics. As late 
as December 10, 1945 the War Department had refused official permission to Gehlen's 
controller, General Sibert, for initiating covert activity against the Soviets. In light of the 
February 1946 date of the final large-scale repatriation of 1590 Russians from Plattling, it may 
be significant that such official approval was not forth-coming until March 1946, although it is 
certain that intelligence activities had been underway unofficially for some time. 

This same date also seems pertinent to the final reduction of (secret) numbers of U.S. 
POWs in Soviet captivity to 5414. The further shipment of U.S./British POWs east into the 
USSR in boxcars indicated a Soviet decision not to fully reciprocate in the Plattling repatriations. 
This decision coincided with Stalin's warning to the Soviet people of a coming confrontation 
with the U.S. and Britain, Churchill's "Iron Curtain" speech in Fulton, Missouri, and a 
toughening attitude towards the Soviet Union on the part of the Truman Administration. U.S. 
State Department documents from late 1946 and 1947 also indicate suspicion that American 
POWs held in Yugoslavia and the Balkans were possibly being transferred to the Soviet Union 
(just prior to Tito's "break" with Stalin). 
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The forced repatriations culminated in the tragic Operations "Keelhaul" and "Eastwind," 
in May 1947, more than a year after Churchill's warning in Missouri. In this affair 255 wretched 
"Soviet citizens" were forcibly repatriated to the Soviet Union. Following this last appeasement 
attempt with Stalin, the Cold War nearly erupted into open war over events in Poland, 
Yugoslavia, and Berlin. The chain of events eventually led to the Korean War, which in turn 
resulted in the disappearance of thousands more American and Allied prisoners into communist 
captivity, some of whom were transferred to Stalin's gulags. 

Anti-Soviet intelligence activities resulted in the shipment to America, Britain, and 
Canada of a number of war criminals of the former Nazi regime, but also produced large 
numbers of live sightings of American POWs in Stalin's gulags. These have largely remained 
classified for "national security" reasons, however, possibly to avoid a potentially dangerous 
public reaction. A few live sightings have been recovered from the National Archives. One 
example, dated December 1945, was from a Polish ex-prisoner who escaped, from the Soviets, to 
the West. He reported being held in a camp east of Tambov with 20,000 others at forced labor, 
including Americans, British, French, and Belgians: "...when informant left the camp ... some 
Englishmen ... and several score Americans ... the presence of whom is probably unknown to the 
British and USA authorities ... asked him urgently (as did the French officers and men) to notify 
the Allied authorities of their plight." 

In an August 1946 report about a repatriated Alsatian soldier, a Deputy of the French 
National Assembly informed the American Embassy in Paris that "American, British, Belgian, 
Luxembourg, and other prisoners remained imprisoned in Camp 199-6 at Inskaya, near 
Novosibirsk." Many live sightings of American POWs in the USSR were reported by German 
prisoners ransomed from the Soviets before and during the Adenauer era. Most of these are still 
classified for "national security" reasons. Some of the Japanese who were fortunate enough to 
return from Siberia had also been imprisoned with American POWs. A November 1950 U.S. 
Foreign Service report concerned a June 1948 live sighting of Americans by Japanese POWs 
from Manchuria: "... At 99-13 PW camp in Karanganda ... 25-26 years of age, 5'6" tall, weight 
110 pounds, blond hair, blue eyes, lean face, the American was an 'ex-GI' who was captured in 
Europe near a large river (possibly the Elbe) after being lost from his unit in the last war. He was 
reportedly tried at Moscow and Karanganda by a military court on charges of espionage and 
received a 15 year sentence .... " 

A similar live sighting of October 1949 in Karanganda, Kazakh SSR, gave evidence of 
the treatment accorded American POWs by the Soviet secret police in the camps: "... on his way 
to work with his group ... he saw Soviet militia and MVD (KGB) soldiers start beating a man 
who had been walking in the area. The man cried out that he would not stand for that sort of 
treatment and that he was an American citizen. Then they beat him all the more and called him a 
spy. A car of the MVD police arrived ... the man was dragged into it and taken to MVD 
headquarters ... source never saw the man again nor did any of his comrades..." 

"No Action Necessary" 

Such reports as these and thousands more like them were -- and still are -- kept secretly 
classified from the American people. (The desperate "ZEK" slaves of the KGB at Karanganda 
revolted in 1953 and hundreds were killed. Thousands more were killed following revolts in the 
Kolyma area and elsewhere.) Despite government secrecy, a few reports on the Soviet 
mass-kidnapping of U.S. prisoners leaked into the American press in 1946, largely due to the 
pressure of family members who refused to give up hope. In the Wisconsin State Journal of 
December 1, 1946 the essential details of the truth were published under the headline: "Iron 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


Curtain shrouds Lee's fate, parents believe Russians hold him with 20,000 other Yanks." 
... Frank Lee ... being held prisoner with a reported 20,000 to 25,000 other Americans ... parents 
began to get a mysterious series of messages from sources abroad saying their 

son, pilot of the B-24, was among a group of prisoners in Austria ... military 

governor of Linz unable to check in Russian zone .... In December (1945) ... a 

letter stated their son and others had been moved ... from Linz ... farther north in 

Austria .... A friend connected with the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 

later claimed records in Munich bore this out .... 

...Mrs. Lee has been corresponding with Kin Seeking Missing Military 

Personnel, Inc .... getting signatures to petitions ... to bring 100,000 signatures to 

President Truman asking him to terminate all UNNRA shipments to Russia and to 

postpone loans to that country until she gives us the right to search for missing 

personnel in zones controlled by the Russians .... 

Despite the basic accuracy of this report, the story died, undoubtedly because secrecy 
regulations prevented access to documentation and discouraged others from speaking out. Tens 
of thousands of these petition signatures have been found in the National Archives, marked, 
"File, no action necessary," and signed by a Pentagon colonel. 

Up and Coming Figures 

Knowledge of the secret outcome of the Soviet POW kidnapping operation ensured 
high-level 1945 military and civilian participants a postwar place in the senior hierarchy. Later, 
high-ranking officials with a demonstrated need-to-know who inquired into the Soviet/POW 
matter were apparently shown only general briefing papers, which in themselves were Top 
Secret. Full knowledge of the details of this matter could be regarded as potentially damaging to 
the careers of later up-and-coming military and political figures. 

George Kennan, in 1945 the second-in-command under Averell Harriman in the Moscow 
Embassy, was later appointed U.S. Ambassador to the USSR. Upon being presented with a small 
portion of this writer's researched documentation, he wrote from Princeton's Institute for 
Advanced Study on December 13, 1988: "It would seem to me that the sort of documentation 
you have sent me should permit you to form a pretty fair picture of the course of these exchanges 
with the Russians on the part of both the British and ourselves and of the results obtained." 

During and after the Korean War, recently declassified CIA documents of the early 1950s 
indicated that at least 3000-4500, and possibly many more, American prisoners were transferred 
from North Korea to Manchuria, and also to the Soviet Union, from 1951-1954. U.S. intelligence 
was aware of secret, special-interrogation "Peace" and "Reform" camps, for Americans judged 
"procommunist" and "anticommunist." According to CIA Report #5091634, "Prisoners in the 
peace and reform camps will not be exchanged." 

Over 8000 Americans remain missing in action from the Korean War. General Mark 
Clark, former commander in Korea who had served under Held Marshal Alexander in Austria, 
repeatedly stated that the communists had kept many U.S. and Allied POWs from Korea. Live 
sightings of large numbers of American prisoners from Korea -- in the Soviet gulags, in China, 
and in North Korea -- continued at least until 1979. Prisoners who were recovered by the United 
States reported extensive interrogation of U.S. prisoners by Soviet and communist Chinese 
intelligence officers, followed by the permanent disappearance of thousands of Americans into 
the special, secret prison camps on the Manchurian border or inside China. 

Recently declassified U.S. government documents clearly indicate that reliable 
eyewitnesses reported large numbers of U.S. prisoners of war being transferred through 
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Manchuria to Soviet control in Siberia. A March 23, 1954 U.S. Foreign Service dispatch from 
Hong Kong states (in part): "A recently arrived Greek refugee from Manchuria has reported 
seeing several hundred American prisoners of war being transferred from Chinese trains to 
Russian trains at Manchouli near the border of Manchuria and Siberia .... The Consulate General 
agrees with evaluation of the information as probably true .... Source observed POWS ... loading 
onto trains for movement into Siberia .... Source closely observed three POWs who were under 
guard and were conversing in American English. POWs wore sleeve insignia which indicated 
POWs were Air Force noncommissioned officers .... Large number of negroes among POWS..... 

On orders from Secretary of State John Foster Dulles (April 19, 1954), the United States 
Embassy in Moscow formally demanded the return of Korean War prisoners from the USSR on 
May 5, 1954. On May 13, 1954 the Soviets denied holding Americans prisoners from Korea 
"under Soviet guard." A U.S. State Department spokesman that day in Washington confirmed the 
exchange, but said he did not know who the prisoners were or how many there were. 

By now, most of the men from the Korean War who have survived would be in their 
late-50s. Of 4000 or more in 1953, many could still be alive in North Korea, China, and the 
USSR. 

Don't Talk About It 

Documentary evidence exists in the National Archives that known information on 
American prisoners was covered up in official responses to questions by Congressional leaders 
such as then-Senator Lyndon B. Johnson. One example is a series of proposed changes to official 
State Department answers to the Senate majority leader's request for facts on live American 
POWs in communist captivity. The net result in the final letter sent to Lyndon Johnson is an 
attempt to change the "party line" from just under a thousand live American POWs from Korea 
known to be in communist hands (an already deflated figure) to "American prisoners of war who 
might still be in Communist custody." 

At this same time Assistant Secretary of State Walter Stoessal attempted to nip in the bud 
any curiosity that LBJ might develop in regard to the WWII POW background of the Korean 
POW impasse: "It is suggested that the following be included in a letter which NA drafts in reply 
to Senator Johnson: The Department of State has no information to the effect that there are 
approximately six or eight hundred American soldiers in the custody of the Soviet government. 
A few of the prisoners of war of other nationalities recently released by the Soviet government 
have made reports alleging that American citizens are imprisoned in the Soviet Union. All of 
these reports are being investigated by this Department with the cooperation of other agencies of 
the government." 

The State Department did not possess all the facts, which were buried in top-secret files 
of the Pentagon and CIA. The compartmentalization of the facts allowed the answering 
department to be evasive. 

In 1955 an American civilian prisoner named John Noble, who had been held in the 
gulags for over nine years, was released by the Soviet government following the personal 
intervention of President Eisenhower. Noble brought out information obtained from other 
prisoners and from the Ukrainian Bandera underground network indicating that over 3000 
Americans were still being held alive in Soviet prisons. These included U.S. POWs held since 
the end of the Second World War, U.S. airmen captured in Soviet air attacks on post-war 
American intelligence gathering missions, and U.S. POWs from the Korean War. According to 
Noble, the U.S. State Department requested that he not talk publicly about the large numbers of 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


U.S. prisoners in the Soviet Union. 

Following the Vietnam-Indochina War, the already established policy of high-level 
national security secrecy concerning non-returned American POWs in Vietnam, Laos, China, 
and the Soviet Union went into effect immediately. Precise and detailed intelligence on U.S. 
POWs disappearing in enemy hands was classified and kept highly compartmentalized. The 
Vietnamese followed the Soviet example of demanding, in exchange for the return of American 
POWs held hostage, diplomatic recognition and $3-4 billion in postwar aid promised by the U.S. 
Former U.S. intelligence officers have stated to this writer that, in addition, lists of known U.S. 
prisoners with special skills or training, who in fact never returned from Indochina, had been 
carried in a category known as "MB," or "Moscow Bound," referring to those POWs shipped to 
the USSR because of their advanced technological skills. 

High officials involved in the POW matter -- such as Henry Kissinger, his assistant 
General Brent Scowcroft (now National Security Advisor to President Bush), and Vernon 
Walters, a former Deputy Director of the CIA and UN Envoy (now U.S. Ambassador to West 
Germany) -- certainly had knowledge of these matters. However, given the past compromise of 
U.S. negotiating strength on POWs by the abandonment of prisoners in two previous wars and 
the Intervention, the official options of the United States were limited. Any full exposure of the 
facts relating to the Vietnam/Laos prisoners would have revealed the shipment of some of them 
to the Soviet Union for their advanced technological skills and for espionage purposes. This in 
turn would automatically have raised questions as to the fate of the POWs who disappeared 
during WWII and Korea. 

Thus, the matter again became a national security secret of the highest level. Collection 
of intelligence on live Americans was discouraged, and officially disbelieved when presented. 
Former Defense Intelligence (DIA) Director Lieutenant General Eugene Tighe has stated that 
American POWs remained alive in captivity in Indochina but that intelligence analysts assigned 
to POW work displayed "a mindset to debunk" live-sighting reports. 

Official Policy: Lie! 

Officials put in the jobs overseeing the problem were encouraged to downplay the reality 
and to lie outright to the public when confronted with evidence. This has been confirmed, in 
private interviews attended by this writer, by former Director of Central Intelligence William 
Casey, former UN Ambassador Jean Kirkpatrick, Deputy Secretary of State John Whitehead, 
Undersecretary Ed Derwinski, Assistant Secretary of State for Intelligence Morton Abramowitz, 
Assistant Secretary of State for East Asia Gaston Sigur, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State 
David Lambertson, and others in the Pentagon, the CIA, the National Security Council, and the 
White House. 

With this policy guidance, the Vietnam-Laos POW/MIA matter was placed in the hands 
of such ruthless officials as former Assistant Secretary of Defense Richard Armitage and former 
NSC Colonel Richard Childress. Their assignment: to actively suppress evidence of live 
prisoners, hinder or cancel rescue missions in the 1980s, and use the cloak of national security 
secrecy to hide these and other covert actions. They were given a free rein in conducting U.S. 
policy in Southeast Asia. (It has ever been the way of powerful leaders to use the most ambitious 
men to do the worst jobs.) 

The initial Stalinist success at using prisoners for blackmail caused a spiraling of 
POW-retention and hostage-taking that has continued to the present day, through Soviet 
surrogates, allies, and imitators. This has led directly to the present concern over the limits of 
national security secrecy in a free state. In any event, attempts to deal secretly with 
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hostage-takers of any type have rarely had satisfactory endings. Over the past 44 years the 
POW-hostage issue has become bigger than any single President, except perhaps the one who 
could finally resolve it. 

"Curtain of Silence" 

Ambassador Angier Biddle Duke, former U.S. Envoy and confidante of several 
Presidents, recently spoke to this writer on his knowledge of American prisoners withheld by 
Stalin. His uncle, Ambassador Anthony J. Drexel Biddle, had been U.S. Ambassador to Poland 
from 1939-1944, having then resigned in disagreement with the Roosevelt Administration's 
submissive policy toward Stalin over Poland's future, following revelation of the Katyn Forest 
Massacre. Biddle was recommissioned into the Army as a colonel, on Eisenhower's staff at 
SHAEF [Supreme Headquarters Allied Expeditionary Forces], in charge of the European Allied 
Contact Section, involved with the Polish underground and other matters. He eventually became 
a general, and finished his career as U.S. Ambassador to Spain. 

Ambassador Duke remembered his uncle Tony Biddle speaking of American and Allied 
prisoners remaining in the USSR: "... Ido recall Uncle Tony's concern for the non-return of the 
POWs taken by the USSR .... Your documentation is first-rate, and reveals a chapter or chapters 
of our history of which we are so ashamed that we seem to prefer to draw a curtain of silence and 
forgetfulness over all ...." 

These words, in a profound sense, explain America's non-action in this matter of basic 
morality and national honor, after each of the last three wars. Even today in an era of "glasnost," 
many U.S. newspapers and national publications have declined to publish the full truth of the 
POW matter, although it is a matter of great concern to many millions of Americans. 

Window of Opportunity 

With the full history of prisoner- and hostage-taking in mind, the latest Soviet statement 
of concern for the return of their missing Afghan War prisoners should be viewed as a public 
diplomatic signal of their willingness to consider an exchange. This opportunity should not be 
permitted to become a forced repatriation of those 40-50 former Soviet prisoners known to be 
living in freedom in the U.S. and Canada, or of those Vietnamese who have escaped a modern 
Stalinist regime. 

Since Vietnam has evidenced some fear of dealing honestly with the United States on the 
fate of known POWs in its control, perhaps the correct approach is to involve Vietnam's 
powerful ally (and originator of the problem), the Soviet Union. If the Vietnamese feel unable to 
resolve this issue to the satisfaction of the United States while still expecting U.S. diplomatic 
recognition, then the Soviet Union should assist its ally by providing a way out of the present 
dilemma. 

America should already be using its influence to gain control of those Soviet POWs in 
Afghanistan and Pakistan who wish to return home. The Soviet Union should announce that, as 
part of their campaign of "openness," they will allow American prisoners who have come under 
their control, in various ways, to return home if they wish to. In matters truly involving the 
national security of the United States, certain returning prisoners could be sworn to secrecy. 

Whose National Interest? 

Recent developments in the POW matter in the United States and Canada indicate that 
American and Allied leaders may have discussed this subject with Soviet leaders prior to and 
during the recent Malta Summit. U.S. determination to continue a transparent secrecy in this 
matter, on the grounds of national security, raises the question of whose national interest such 
secrecy actually serves. 
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The Soviet domestic press has begun to publish portions of the truth for their own people. 
Also, during 1989 the USSR propaganda magazine Soviet Life, published by governmental 
agreement in the U.S., admitted some of Stalin's crimes: "... Stalinism implies mass terror, 
contempt for human life, the massacre of millions of innocent people on political grounds .... 
Stalinism means forced labor of millions of people .... Stalinism means fraud on the state level, 
fabrication of 'traitors against the homeland,' misrepresented results of collectivization, falsified 
history of the party, the state and the world." 

The publication of such truths by the Soviet Union should challenge the United States 
government to open some of its own secret files. With the monumental changes apparently 
taking place in Eastern Europe, more of the history of the 1945 Soviet takeover in those areas is 
emerging. Once set in motion, such a tide of revelations is difficult to reverse. Given the present 
"glasnost" mood and Gorbachev's statements on Stalin's crimes, it might finally be to the Soviet 
Union's advantage to expose the full truth of this matter and restore the surviving prisoners to 
their homelands. 


Colonel Shelton, POW 


The Moving Wall has finally come to San Angelo, Texas. The Vietnam Veteran's 
Memorial (Moving) Wall preserves the names of the American soldiers who gave their lives for 
freedom or were left behind to languish in Southeast Asia. Among these missing men is Colonel 
Charles Ervin Shelton. 

Col. Shelton, a reconnaissance pilot, was shot down in his RF-101 while on a secret 
mission over Laos -- 25 years ago, on April 29, 1965, his 33rd birthday. Other pilots circling 
over Sam Neua Province saw him land safely. His wingman even waved to him. According to 
the U.S. Defense Department, a 105 pilot made radio contact with Shelton, who responded that 
he was in "good condition." Shelton sat on a hill for two hours, waiting to be rescued by 
helicopters that never came. 

Intelligence personnel report that Shelton managed to evade capture until he was 
surrounded by two Pathet Lao platoons, three days after being shot down. Officially listed as a 
POW on May 24, 1965, Col. Shelton has one advantage over other POWs/MIAs: He is the only 
one still officially listed as a POW. The decision whether or not to keep his file open was 
debated in October 1980, at Randolph Air Force Base, Texas. Previous hearings for other POWs 
had all ended with the same results: "presumed dead." 

The last name on the list was that of Charles E. Shelton. The three hearing officers 
reported that the classified documents they reviewed had no bearing on their 2-1 decision "that 
Col. Shelton can reasonably be presumed dead." But, since Shelton's was the last name to be 
considered, the decision had to be approved by the Secretary of the Air Force. What with all the 
"red tape" involved, it wasn't until 1984 that Verne Orr (then Secretary of the Air Force) publicly 
stated that Shelton's POW status would not change until positive evidence could be obtained to 
justify it. 

Throughout the years, Shelton's wife Marian has received several first-hand live sighting 
reports from reputable intelligence personnel. As recently as 1986, a former intelligence agent 
who still travels to Vietnam said that he was told by U.S. intelligence analysts that it had been 
reported that Shelton had been moved to Vietnam from Laos in April 1985, to a secluded island 
prison called Ho Thach Bai, located 40 miles northeast of Hanoi, off the Red River. These 
sightings are what have kept the Shelton family from giving up hope. "I'm very worried about the 
future and the honor of this country and believe that all of our men who fought for this country 
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should be brought home with honor." says Mrs. Shelton. "For, as President Reagan once said, 'A 


country that forgets its fighting men is a country that in itself will be forgotten". 
-- JEANINE M. NOTTER 


The Land Grabbers 

ITEM: According to a story in the May 5th New York Times, a commission appointed by 
Governor Mario Cuomo of New York has recommended that the state buy 650,000 acres in the 
Adirondack State Park because "the park has been overwhelmed by the pace of development, 
and this is the state's "last clear chance’ to preserve vast areas of Adirondack wilderness." 

CORRECTION: As noted in our March 12th issue, New York State already owns nearly half 
of the six-million-acre park, and half of the privately owned land is so rigorously zoned (one 
house per 43 acres) that reckless development is out of the question. But the land grabbers won't 
be happy until the entire park is "forever wild." Their 245 recommendations include buying up 
another 650,000 acres, requiring a plot of 2000 acres for each house, and imposing a one-year 
moratorium on new construction in 90 percent of the park's private areas. 

Who Wrecked Nicaragua? 

ITEM: Referring to Violeta Chamorro's replacement of Daniel Ortega as the leader of 
Nicaragua, the April 29th Arkansas Democrat said: "The transition follows nine years of a 
U.S.-backed insurgency in which 30,000 people died. Chamorro inherits a legacy of suspicion 
and distrust, a nation of 3.5 million residents that resembles an armed camp, and an economy 
shattered by the U.S. trade embargo and rampant inflation." 

CORRECTION: If you hadn't paid much attention to Nicaragua since Sandinista communists 
took power in 1979, you would think from reading this article that the United States was to 
blame for Nicaragua's present plight. 

In point of fact, of course, Nicaragua's economic and political chaos was caused by 11 
years of communist brutality and mismanagement. If the Carter Administration hadn't installed 
the Ortega brothers in power, the Central American country would be in far better shape than it 
is. 

Slavery is Widespread 

ITEM: "J recently was shocked to learn that slavery still exists in Pakistan. Where else?" asked 
a reader of the Boston Globe. The May 6th Globe Magazine, citing a report of the United 
Nations Center for Human Rights, mentioned the Philippines, Sri Lanka, Thailand, India, Haiti, 
Chile, Taiwan, and Cambodia. 

CORRECTION: What about the Soviet Union, Red China, Tibet, Vietnam, Laos, North 
Korea, Albania, Angola, Mozambique, Zimbabwe, Cuba, and other socialist paradises? There are 
more slaves in those countries than in the ones cited by the UN. 

Teacher or Terrorist? 

ITEM: "We are here to share our jubilation on this historic and momentous occasion,' said 
[Robert] Mugabe, a former school teacher who led his country to independence from British 
colonial rule on April 18, 1980," is the way an Associated Press dispatch reported the April 18th 
event from Harare, Zimbabwe. 

CORRECTION: Calling Robert Mugabe a school teacher is like calling Adolf Hitler a paper 
hanger. His terrorist activities kept him in jail from 1964 to 1974. By the time he arrived in 
London in 1979 for peace talks with Rhodesian leader Ian Smith and the British, said John F. 
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Burns of the New York Times, Mugabe had earned the reputation "as a Marxist ideologue whose 
guerrilla forces, in their brutality against black and white civilians, had few counterparts in 
modern warfare." He has lived up to that reputation during a decade as dictator of Zimbabwe. 

See Ted Follow Jane 

ITEM: Asked about wedding bells for Ted Turner and Jane Fonda, the April 29th Parade 
Magazine replied: "It's difficult to believe that two people so politically different as Fonda and 
Turner would even consider marriage to each other." 

CORRECTION: What political differences? You already know about "Hanoi Jane's" 
pro-communist sympathies, and Turner, who once sounded like a conservative, is not far behind. 
For instance, he turned out a seven-part Portrait of the Soviet Union that would have pleased 
Lenin, gave his Better World Society's top annual award to Mikhail Gorbachev for his alleged 
efforts on behalf of peace in 1989, said that Jesus wasted His time dying on the cross and that 
"Christianity is a religion for losers," and proposed 10 "voluntary initiatives" to replace the Ten 
Commandments. 

Environmental Extremism 

ITEM: "Ocie Mills, a 54-year-old former contractor, and his son were determined to build a 
retirement home for themselves on their half-acre lot in Santa Rosa County in the Florida 
Panhandle, said the May 7th issue of Insight magazine. 

"So determined were they that they ignored repeated warnings from the federal 
Environmental Protection Agency that the property was located on a protected wetland and 
could not be built upon without a permit from the Army Corps of Engineers." 

CORRECTION: As noted in the June 19, 1989 issue of THE NEW AMERICAN, Ocie Mills. 
and his son, who are currently serving a 21-month prison sentence for putting sand on their 
property, were told by the Florida Department of Environmental Regulation (DER) that they did 
not need a permit to clean out a ditch on the parcel and store some fill on the uplands portion of 
the lot. 

Unfortunately, the judge who imposed the jail term excluded from the trial all evidence 
that the Mills's activities were authorized by the DER, and refused to allow expert testimony 
from DER employees that the property in question was not a wetland under the definition of the 
Army Corps of Engineers. 

-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 


A Horse is a Horse, of Course 

From the Strange Contrast Department comes a well-written defense of animal husbandry 
in the April 1990 issue of The Freeman. While Americans exterminate 1.5 million members of 
their own species each year via abortion, a growing sentimental obsession with animal rights is 
gripping the American psyche. Cherry Hill, an equestrian and unimpeachable appreciator of 
animals, offers an antidote to the current brain fever. 

In her essay "Animal Rights are an Individual Responsibility," Hill uses her knowledge 
of the horse industry to lay out the broader issue of animal welfare: "Although it is true that cases 
of animal neglect and exploitation do exist, it is also true that normal and acceptable methods of 
animal care and handling are more frequently being labeled abusive by uninformed parties." 
What the world of animal owners does not need are beltway bureaucrats and urban lawyers -- 
whose experience of animals involves the childhood attachment to two hamsters and a poodle 
named Fifi -- making emotional laws about things they know nothing about. 

Hill points out a number of fallacies in the current debate: "The feelings of animal rights 
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activists are based largely on their belief that animals ... would be better off in a more natural or 
wild state," a romantic notion not borne out by the health of domesticated animals. Moreover 
"many non-animal people also get caught in the anthropomorphic trap." Every horse becomes 
their friend Flicka; every bear cub is a cuddly Winnie the Pooh. They have projected the Golden 
Rule into the animal kingdom -- when they would lay a much firmer foundation by abiding by 
the Dominion Command of Genesis. 

Hill hammers on first principles: "Horses are horses. Humans are humans. This 
distinction is clear to the individual who has respect for the animals he works with as well as 
himself." This tautological truth makes good horse sense. (The Foundation for Economic 
Education, Inc., Irvington-on-Hudson, NY 10533) 

Tradition vs. Ideology 

In the Spring 1990 issue of Inter-Collegiate Review, T. Kenneth Cribb, president of the 
Inter-Collegiate Studies Institute, gazes into the crystal ball to consider "Conservatism and the 
American Academy: Prospects for the 1990s." Cribb reminds us that "the permanent things that 
conservatism cherishes are under renewed and vigorous assault. Unless this assault is effectively 
countered, and soon, I predict that the 1990s will be years perilous to the ideal of ordered 
liberty." The two salient features of the struggle against Western values are a pervasive 
relativism and a refitted and aggressive academic "suicide club" -- an elite dedicated to leftist 
values. 

Following Richard Weaver's ideas-have-consequences dictum, Cribb suggests that "we 
must begin, as we did once before, with the life of the mind in the academy. We must begin at 
the level of ideas that move the generations to choose liberty over security, to choose civic virtue 
over license, to choose the funded wisdom of mankind we call tradition, over the armed doctrine 
of ideology." 

Cribb sees reason for optimism in the increasing number of young conservative faculty 
members. Incoming students are more conservative and pro-business. Liberalism has become 
synonymous with political ineptitude. Naturally rebellious adolescents are rejecting the prevalent 
leftist propaganda of Ivory Towerland. A vibrant conservative network continues to grow. 
Finally, conservatives have the advantage of moral and intellectual depth -- "not just historical 
analysis, but allegiance born of a love of the truths that the great tradition embodies." 
(Inter-Collegiate Studies Institute, 14 South Bryn Mawr Ave., Bryn Mawr, PA 19010, 
nonmembers $10) 

Receiving Stolen Goods 

In the Winter 1990 issue of Christian Perspectives: A Journal of Free Enterprise, 
economist Walter Williams offers a rebuttal to the money-for-nothing mentality. In an interview 
entitled "The Immorality of Our Welfare State," Williams argues that economic advancement 
results from "hard work and sacrifice on somebody's part .... [W]hen one learns the lesson of 
individual responsibility, I believe he can make a better life for himself." 

Williams especially knocks down the mindless economic analysis that abrogates reason 
in the name of charity: "If you are going to be a compassionate person, in the long run, you have 
to be dispassionate in your analysis. You have to be dispassionate in your treatment .... [W]e 
have to think with our brains instead of our hearts when we approach the problems of poverty." 

By thinking with their hormones instead of their moral reason, liberals have committed 
themselves to exactly those policies most likely to exacerbate social dissolution. The growth of 
illegitimacy, welfare, dysfunctional families, dependency, and unemployment is the result of 
government tinkering with the market: "It is immoral for people to use the power of government 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


to confiscate the property of one person and give it to another person to whom it does not belong. 
It makes welfare to the farmers, welfare to businessmen, and to the poor, all immoral. In my 
view, if you are accepting welfare, you are a receiver of stolen goods." 

Conservatives do not deny the values of the heart. We recognize that heartfelt values can 
only be maintained by thinking wisely with a head nurtured in the happiness of a healthy home. 
(Contemporary Economics and Business Association, P.O. Box 11471, Lynchburg, VA 24506, 
$5.00) 

-- JAMES L. SAUER 


LETTERS OF THE REPUBLIC Maddoux Against 
the Media 

Free Speech or Propaganda? How the Media Distorts the Truth, by Marlin Maddoux, 
Nashville: Thomas Nelson Publishers, 1990, 224 pp., paperback, $9.95. Available from General 
Birch Services, P.O. Box 8040, Appleton WI 54913 (Add $2.00 for shipping). 

Back in 1945 a writer in Collier's Magazine predicted: "The video set in your living 
room will be ... within your lifetime... the greatest force for world enlightenment and freedom 
that history has ever known." Would that it were true! Perhaps we may excuse this 
prognosticator's wide miscalculation with the same observation once made by a famous man, 
that to "conceive extravagant hopes for the future" is one of "the common dispositions of the 
greatest part of mankind." Human beings, indeed, are optimistic creatures. Nevertheless, 
stubborn optimism notwithstanding, the "video sets" in our living rooms, as every one of us 
should know, have not been a force for enlightenment -- not, that is, enlightenment according to 
any definition by which civilized men comprehend the term. Neither have they been a force for 
genuine freedom. 

Inverted Ideals 

Some years ago Marlin Maddoux, the author of the present work, became, like many 
other good Americans, disgusted at the naked one-sidedness of the electronic media in this 
country. He determined that the corporations and individuals that control the TV and radio 
networks seem intent on undermining the matrix of values and standards that has made America 
a great nation: viz, morality, honesty, decency, love of country, love of family, respect for 
religion, respect for one's elders, hard work, self-reliance, individual rights, hatred for tyranny, 
mistrust of big government, a determination to keep the country a free and independent republic, 
and so on. The author was shocked to discover that the programming on television and radio is 
aimed, almost without exception, at the glorification of a set of inverted ideals. 

Maddoux was particularly angered at the presentation of news on the major television 
networks. It is the far Left, he found, that invariably dominates the presentation and 
interpretation of news events. The author noted with dismay that, in their dissemination of 
information, the networks broadcast only selected facts and only an extremely narrow spectrum 
of opinion. Insofar as they deal with conservative viewpoints at all, these are presented in a 
highly distorted manner, the conservative spokesmen being treated as unintelligent, weird, 
dangerous, absurd -- or all of the above. Even the terminology used to denote differing outlooks 
reveals a strong bias. Leftists are characterized as "liberals" or "moderates" and never 
"ultra-leftists." Conservatives are always "ultra-conservatives," "right-wingers," "extremists," 
"militants," or worse. The author reached his conclusions in the early 1970s. According to his 
new book, all remain wholly valid today. 

The Maddoux Vaccine 
We can truly admire this author. Unlike most Americans who are fed up with the open 
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subversion of our country, Marlin Maddoux resolved to do something. "If no one else will 
counter the bias of the national news," he said, "I will give it my best shot." He therefore founded 
a popular radio talk show, "Point of View," and organized the successful and fast growing 
U.S.A. Radio Network. 

Maddoux's book expresses much of what he discusses on radio and is useful on several 
counts. First, it is written in a hard-hitting, informal style. Virtually all Americans can read it 
comfortably, grasp its potent message, and thus perhaps immunize themselves and their families, 
to some extent, against the highly virulent and potentially deadly electronic bacilli presently 
saturating the air waves. 

Second, the work provides vast stores of ammunition with which decent Americans may 
arm themselves, and so fight an information battle against an enemy whose all-too-familiar 
weapons are deception, demoralization, disinformation, and corruption. Maddoux has organized 
the formidable range of data he presents into 12 chapters which, in turn, are grouped together in 
four main sections. This makes relatively easy the task of locating useful tidbits of factual 
knowledge when they are needed. The author also provides valuable counsel on ways and means 
by which viewers and listeners may fight back. 

Third, the book is extremely timely. For instance, Maddoux considers the impact on this 
country of Gorbachev's slick campaign to sell the American people his "all-new, improved, 
totally redesigned, peace-loving, super-sensational" Soviet Union -- a campaign that, for sheer 
ballyhoo, rivals those of our biggest soap or automobile manufacturers. And his findings are 
chilling. The TV and radio networks have uncritically promoted Gorby's glasnost gambit and 
have thus tried to disarm the American people intellectually in their perception of apparent 
changes in the USSR. 

Lulling Us to Sleep 

A suspicious attitude towards communism is as necessary and natural for a free people as 
is the wariness of an antelope contemplating the approach of a pack of ravenous jackals. Those 
innate instincts that warn us of danger, and so contribute to our survival, the media masters have 
attempted to render inoperative. The production of shallow documentaries and "specials" about 
supposed similarities in Soviet and American ways of life is an essential component in this 
neutralization technique. Like-wise, the constant repetition of specious catchwords such as 
"democratization" and the assiduous application of the preposterous doctrine of "moral 
equivalence," in comparisons between free institutions and those of communist-occupied 
countries, further serve to induce a perilous state of national somnolence. 

Evidence suggests that the campaign is successful. At times, approval ratings by 
Americans put Gorbachev within a few points of our own President. And, whereas in 1984 a 
substantial majority of Americans believed the Soviets to be a menace to freedom, today a 
majority no longer does. It remains to be seen whether or not all of this will lead eventually to 
the total unilateral disarmament of our nation in the face of a continued Soviet military buildup, 
and to the open, direct subsidizing of the Soviet system by American taxpayers. 

The news clique that dominates network reporting has, of course, accomplished its 
"mission impossible" -- the transformation of the favorite front man of the blood-soaked KGB 
into a media "star," a beloved statesman, and a phenomenally popular and respected world 
leader. The media even go above and beyond the call of duty. As one authority, quoted in the 
present book, observes: "The problem is the American media are by and large putting words into 
Gorbachev's mouth, words that he and the Communist party have never stated." 

(As I write, an interesting news item has appeared in my morning paper. It reports that 
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many top Soviet Communist Party officials "no longer object to receiving massive foreign aid 
comparable to the ... Marshall Plan." This news was published, presumably, to impel us to fall to 
our knees and give profuse thanks to our dear friends in the Kremlin for deigning to agree to 
participate, more directly than heretofore, in the fleecing of the American taxpayer. Ah, the 
wonders and joys of glasnost!) 

Social Engineers 

With regard to another crucial issue, abortion, the media see themselves as "social 
engineers" whose duty it is to assure that present rulings and laws governing "rights" in this area 
are expanded and liberalized to the greatest possible degree. Maddoux states that, although a 
persistent majority of the American people oppose the most liberal abortion laws, 96 percent of 
news media personnel favor them. Directly related to their pro-abortion stand, the author points 
out, is the open hostility of the networks toward religion -- especially religion that tends towards 
conservativism or traditionalism. Clergy are regularly and uniformly pictured as money-grubbing 
hypocrites and wild-eyed, bigoted, unreasoning fanatics. 

The news people see their role as one that requires them to bring illumination to a 
backward, ignorant audience. Those of us who obstinately cling to outmoded, superstitious, 
bourgeois thinking must be prodded into line by the numbing of our senses, and our consciences, 
through a relentless, anti-religious, pro-abortion drumbeat. This attitude, toward those who 
maintain some concept of basic morality, is typically Liberal in its outrageous arrogance -- an 
arrogance that borders on the totalitarian. Also typical of Liberal thinking is the attitude of top 
network news performers -- who together constitute the most infinitesimal of minorities in the 
overall population -- that the rest of America is out of step with their views, not the reverse. 

Sexual Revolutionaries 

Coverage of the AIDS crisis in this country is simply astonishing. The news media and 
the entertainment industry, of which the news programs are only a small but influential part, did 
everything possible to promote the "sexual revolution" in the late 60s and 70s. AIDS, which is 
the putrescent corollary to that "revolution," has not placed a damper on their strident advocacy 
of this cause. By shielding those elements most responsible for the AIDS outbreak and its spread; 
by crippling the response of public health agencies in combatting the epidemic; by promoting 
perversion as an "alternative life-style," by strongly advocating continued immorality under the 
pretext of so-called safe sex; and by repeating a constant chorus of brazen lies, the 
Hollywood-New York entertainment axis hopes that the "gains" of the sexual revolution may be 
preserved, regardless of the AIDS plague. 

These are but three of the issues Maddoux explores in Free Speech or Propaganda? 
How the Media Distorts the Truth. This book contains much, much more, and should be in the 
library of every American who counts himself among that large but ever-diminishing category of 
citizens known by the proud appellations Patriotic and Upstanding. 

I like this book. I have very few criticisms of it. Suffice it to touch on only one. Judging 
from certain passages in the text, Maddoux shows a slight naivete about a number of national 
figures whom he portrays as more conservative than they really are. However, I do not consider 
this deficiency significant. Regular readers of THE NEW AMERICAN are, I am confident, 
sufficiently astute in detecting minor problems in short portions of a commentary in which 
ideological boundaries are occasionally drawn too loosely. 

-- FR. JAMES THORNTON 


LETTERS OF THE REPUBLIC The Comeback of 
Dave Dravecky 
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Comeback, by Dave Dravecky with Tim Stafford, Zondervan and Harper and Row, 252 
pages, hardback, $17.95. Available from General Birch Services, P.O. Box 8040, Appleton, WI 
54913 (Add $2.00 for shipping). 

Biographies of professional athletes are continually cranked out to satisfy the general 
public's seemingly insatiable appetite for sports-related information. Books of this genre usually 
consist of a ghost-writer putting the tape-recorded thoughts of a famous (or less-than-famous) 
jock into printed form. Not surprisingly, most "as told to" books are neither profound nor 
intellectually challenging. Visit your local bookstore, and you will find dozens of such 
mass-produced titles. 

Comeback differs from the run-of-the-mill athletic biography. The book chronicles the 
life and career of Dave Dravecky, a starting pitcher for the San Diego Padres and San Francisco 
Giants. Dravecky's 64-57 major league won-loss record will not earn him a spot in the Baseball 
Hall of Fame. However, the story of his comeback from cancer in his pitching arm and of his 
faith in Jesus Christ should be of interest to anyone who is tired of the drug scandals and the "me 
first" ballplayers featured in newspaper sports sections across America. 

Minor League Material 

Dravecky played college ball at Youngstown State University in his hometown of 
Youngstown, Ohio. A 21st round draft choice of the Pittsburgh Pirates in 1978, he was not 
considered a major league prospect by the team's management, but just a body to fill a minor 
league roster. Negative scouting reports on his abilities motivated Dravecky to succeed. Traded 
to the Padres as a minor leaguer in 1981, he came to the majors to stay in 1982. 

The authors devote several chapters to minor league life. Playing baseball and earning a 
modest paycheck at that level is radically different than the fairy-tale life-style of the big leagues. 
Dravecky also played winter baseball in Colombia, and recounts his experiences in a foreign 
culture. Despite the low pay and insecurity of the minors, Dravecky looks back on his years of 
struggle with obvious fondness. He became a born-again Christian while playing in Amarillo, 
Texas. 

League Championship Bid 

The lefty was promoted to Hawaii of the Pacific Coast League in 1982 (a Class AAA 
league, the PCL is just one level below the majors) and was called up to the Padres just two days 
after the birth of his daughter Tiffany. His career was cruising along nicely, with appearances in 
an All-Star Game and the 1984 World Series. Traded to the San Francisco Giants during the 
1987 season, Dravecky joined a team that eventually won the National League's western division 
title. The Giants lost the league championship series to the St. Louis Cardinals despite a shutout 
performance from Dravecky. He was in the prime of his baseball career and looking forward to 
several more productive seasons. 

A sore arm during the 1988 season caused more than the usual pain that comes with 
pitching. An ignored lump turned out to be a warning sign of arm cancer. Half of Dravecky's 
deltoid muscle was removed during surgery, and he was told to forget about baseball now that he 
had lost much of that vital muscle. Reaching for his wallet with the left arm or combing his hair 
would be a major accomplishment, according to the doctors, but Dravecky was determined to 
return to the mound. 

Exercises and therapy progressed slowly, and it took friend and teammate Atlee 
Hammaker to urge him to "turn it loose" and test the arm. Dravecky had a strong motivation to 
return to the lineup, as the Giants were leading the division despite a pitching staff plagued by 
injuries. His services were desperately needed, and the team's management sent Dravecky to the 
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minors to try out the arm under game conditions. 
Incredible Comeback 

He passed the test, winning all three minor league starts with relative ease. Back in a big 
league uniform just nine months after cancer surgery on his pitching arm, Dravecky made his 
1989 debut before nearly 35,000 fans. He received several standing ovations and held the 
Cincinnati Reds to three runs in eight innings, leading the Giants to victory. 

Dravecky threw five strong innings against the Montreal Expos in his next start before 
disaster struck. His surgically repaired arm snapped as he delivered a pitch, and the arm was 
accidentally broken a second time as the Giants celebrated their clinching of the division title. 
The comeback and the baseball career of pitcher Dave Dravecky were over. 

-- AL DOYLE 


THE LAW Jury Lawlessness 
Justified 

In 1735, John Peter Zenger was tried for criminal libel for his criticisms of New York 
colonial Governor William Cosby in the Weekly Journal that Zenger printed. After the Chief 
Justice disbarred Zenger's attorneys and appointed a lawyer loyal to the governor to represent 
Zenger, Andrew Hamilton of Philadelphia assumed Zenger's defense. The law was clear that 
truth was not then a defense to a criminal libel charge and that whether or not the words used 
were libelous was a question of law for the judge and not the jury to decide. Nevertheless, 
Hamilton argued that juries "have the right beyond all dispute to determine both the law and the 
facts." The jury acquitted Zenger, causing the case to become a landmark not only of free speech 
but of jury prerogative as well. 

Hamilton had relied in part on Bushel's Case, in which an English court in 1670 had held 
that a juror could not be fined for refusing to convict William Penn of seditious preaching before 
an unlawful assembly. Bushel's Case is widely regarded as establishing a jury's right to decide 
the law, although it was more likely based on the jury's acknowledged right to decide the facts of 
the case. 

Just the Facts 

The Zenger case established an early American tradition that the jury has the right to 
decide the law as well as the facts. This was largely a reaction to abuses perpetrated by royal 
judges; jury autonomy was an essential protection against such abuses. Also, under the natural 
rights theories which then prevaried, the principles of natural law were as knowable to the juries 
as they were to the judge. 

This view of the jury as a democratic legislature-in-miniature began to wane by the 
mid-nineteenth century. The Supreme Court confirmed this trend in 1895, in Sparf'v. U.S., in 
which the Court ruled that juries are to decide the facts and judges the law. If juries had the right 
to decide the law, "the enforcement of law against criminals and the protection of citizens against 
unjust and groundless prosecutions would depend entirely upon juries uncontrolled by any 
settled, fixed legal principles." 

The limited role of the jury as the finder of fact, bound to accept the judge's directions as 
to the law, is the settled view today in federal and most state courts. The constitutions of 
Georgia, Indiana, and Maryland, however, provide that the jury is the judge of the law as well as 
the facts in criminal cases. 

Pardoning Power 

Although the right of the jury to decide the law is generally denied, the criminal jury has 

an unquestionable power to nullify the law so as to vote an acquittal even if the law and the facts 
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demand a conviction. This pardoning power of the jury is effective because, under the Fifth 
Amendment's protection against double jeopardy, no person shall "be subject for the same 
offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb." 

The general American rule is that a defendant has no right to require the trial judge to 
instruct the jury that it has the power to disregard the law in voting for acquittal. A few states 
allow the trial judge, in his discretion, to give such an instruction. And trial judges generally 
have latitude to permit the defendant's lawyer to inform the jury that it has this power to acquit 
by disregarding the law. If the jury acquits, the prosecution cannot appeal. If the jury convicts, 
the defendant has no complaint because his argument was made to the jury that it could nullify 
the law so as to acquit. 

Jury nullification is particularly appropriate in cases with political overtones. It was 
urged, unsuccessfully, in cases involving anti-war protestors trespassing on military installations, 
defense plants, and draft boards; the sanctuary movement in which religious groups illegally 
harbored refugees and others from Central America; and, currently, the pro-life rescue 
movement. The power of jury nullification applies to all such cases. 

Necessity Defense 

In the abortion context, rescuers have been subjected in numerous cases to unfair trial 
procedures that have wholly prevented them from explaining to the jury why they were at the 
abortuary. An internal religious motivation is not a defense, for example, to a charge of trespass. 
Nevertheless, rescuers are rightly entitled to argue that they ought to be acquitted by reason of 
the necessity of saving the lives of the babies scheduled to be executed at the abortuary that day. 
With few exceptions, rescuers, sidewalk counsellors, and others have been forbidden by trial 
courts to argue the necessity defense, and no appellate court has recognized that defense in the 
abortion context. Nor have the lawyers been allowed to inform the jury that it has the power to 
disregard the judge's instructions on the law in order to acquit. 

It is unrealistic to expect too much from juries in the abortion context. Juries are, at least 
in theory, a cross section of the community, and most Americans apparently favor at least some 
legalized abortion. Those who break the enacted law to achieve an objective are generally 
regarded with disfavor. Nevertheless, citizens as potential jurors ought to be aware that they have 
the power, if not also the right, to acquit by disregarding the law and that the exercise of that 
power can be a responsible exercise of the historic purpose of the criminal jury. As Dean Roscoe 
Pound noted, "Jury lawlessness is the great corrective of law in its actual administration." 

-- CHARLES E. RICE 


OUT IN LEFT FIELD 


"Pro-Choice" Homosexuals 

The most militant homosexual activist organization is forming a strategic political 
alliance with pro-abortion groups, offering to help battle pro-life demonstrators at clinics in 
exchange for feminist support of a campaign of terror directed at churches. The AIDS Coalition 
to Unleash Power, or ACT-UP, has made a name for itself in recent months by screaming 
obscenities during worship services and by desecrating Christian churches and cathedrals in New 
York and Los Angeles. 

"There is a large group of pro-choice activists, mostly women, substantially heterosexual, 
whose friendship was won in the course of abortion clinic defense," wrote Robin Podolsky in an 
ACT-UP newsletter. Pro-life rescuers say that the homosexual activist recruits have been among 
the most violent opponents at clinic sites, often resorting to kicking, spitting, biting, and grabbing 
of genitals in their effort to clear out those attempting to stop abortion. 
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"Contrary View" At State 

Tim Wheeler, a Communist Party member who reports from Washington for the party's 
official newspaper, People's Daily World, was invited to speak to State Department employees 
at the Secretary's Open Forum on May Day. The forum is a weekly, off-the-record, staff-only, 
luncheon event. Wheeler said that he was invited by a State Department staffer, who told him 
that his colleagues were too easily swayed by the notion that socialism is dead or dying. "We 
would like to hear a contrary view," the official told Wheeler. 

The invitation followed a tidal wave of interest in the party by the national news media. 
Wheeler said that, after years of toiling in obscurity in the capital, a "generous" Washington Post 
profile of him on March 8th turned the communist into "a minor celebrity." National Public 
Radio interviews followed, a story in the Baltimore Sun came next, the Post asked for an op-ed 
piece, Sam Donaldson wanted him for ABC's Prime-Time Live, etc. 

"Then came the call from the State Department," recalls Wheeler. He suggests it was the 
Post article by staff writer Dale Russakoff that made it all possible. "Her article reported that I 
am respected in Washington as a member of the press corps," he reflected in a commentary in 
People's Daily World. "She also stressed the PDW's role in reporting the fight against President 
Bush's capital gains tax ripoff and other struggles. She reported that my father and grandfather 
were socialists. The movement is native and has deep roots in American soil, she seemed to say. 
‘Don't count the Communists out!" 

In understandably breathless and revealing prose, Wheeler exclaimed: "As never before 
in my 22 years in Washington, fellow reporters seek me out for my views on events both foreign 
and domestic. Several reporters have volunteered to me their concern over secessionism in the 
Soviet Union, which they see as a threat to the East-West peace process." 

Division in the Ranks? 

Even some of its own officials are growing increasingly disgusted with Planned 
Parenthood's extremist positions on abortion. In Boston, the Massachusetts medical director of 
the group resigned over Planned Parenthood's promotion of an amendment to the state 
constitution that would specifically allow abortions for rape victims any time in a pregnancy up 
to the day of birth. The language in the proposal was agreed upon by a coalition that included 
Planned Parenthood, the League of Women Voters, the American Civil Liberties Union, and the 
National Organization for Women. 

Marxist Optimism 

Communist playwright Amiri Baraka, AKA LeRoi Jones, says he's optimistic about the 
future of American politics. In an interview in New York's Newsday, he points to what he sees as 
a "broad united front" emerging on the political horizon -- an apparatus he thinks will include 
Marxist-Leninists like himself as well as socialists, Jesse Jackson's Rainbow Coalition, and 
elements of the Democratic Party. 

Recently, Baraka was in the news again for being denied tenure in the English 
Department at Rutgers University. Now he's accusing the school of instituting a system of 
"apartheid." "We must unmask these powerful Klansmen," he said, referring to the academic 
decision-makers at New Jersey's state university. "These enemies of academic freedom, people's 
democracy and Pan American culture must not be allowed to prevail. Their ‘intellectual’ presence 
makes a stink across the campus like the corpses of rotten Nazis." 

"Symbolic Annihilation" 

Betty Friedan has announced the formation of a new organization -- "Media Watch" -- to 

monitor the "symbolic annihilation" of women in the news media. "The distortion or absence of 
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women in the media affects their roles in society," said Friedan. "Our research and discussions 
provide a significant Rorschach Test of the status of women throughout society while 
documenting the evolving dynamics that determine how women and men are represented, hired 
and promoted." 

What all that mumbo-jumbo means is that Friedan's Media Watch will be headquartered 
at the University of Southern California School of Journalism, where she serves as a 
distinguished scholar-in-residence. The project has also been given a $100,000 grant by the 
Gannett Foundation. 


-- JOSEPH FARAH 
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